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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
PCT/EP20054D00697 



Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 With reaard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
• ^X^^age in^hlh\ wis filed, unless othenvise indicated under th.s rtem. 

n Thic nnininn has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
inguage whiS is S langulge of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1 (b)). 

2 With reaard to any nucleotide andtor amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
IJSiSi? to me invention, this opinion has been established on the basts of. 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing^rnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

Siptesis ImSui thalTn iS aS«cation as f«ea or does not go beyond the appl,cat«>n as Wed. as 

appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 




BOX NOV Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(i) with regard to jk^^^^^^ Inventive step or 
fndustrlaiappl^^litv: citations a nd explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (lA) 



Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1- 


-18 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1 


-18 


Yes: 


Claims 


1 


-18 


No: 


Claims 







2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Box No. Vm Certain observations on the international application 



The following obsen^ations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 



Re Item V 



The following document D1 , cited in the application, is referred to in this com- 
munication; the numbering will be adhered to in the rest of the procedure: 

D1 : US 2003/1 80466 A1 (JENSEN JOHN MICHAEL ET AL) 25 September 2003 
(2003-09-25) 



ThTpisent application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 } PCT. because the 
subject-matter of claims 1-18 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

A claim defining a product for a particular use e.g. blocking of stains, is to be construed 
as meaning a product which is in fact suitable for the stated use. A known product 
which prima facie is the same as the product defined in the claim and is in the form in 
which it is in fact suitable for the stated use is novelty destroying for the subject matter 
of said claim (PCT Guidelines Part II, 5.21). 

Claims 1-18- Document D1 discloses a clear aqueous coating composition with anti-soil 
and anti-spotting properties comprising > 10 % wt. hydrotalcite nano size clay (§0019; 
0044- 0052 and 0078), a dispersants (§0087), a surfactant, a PU resin (§0263 and 
example 1) and optional additives (§0197). The coating can be used on unclean and 
stained surfaces (§0091). In the case where the substrate is chosen from wood, water 
extractable agents are present in the substrate, as such the method of claim 10. the 
coated substrate of claim 13 and the use of claim 15 are anticipated m D1 (§0040). 
Therefore, the subject matter of claims 1 -1 8 is not novel in view of D1 . 



Re Item Vlil 

Claim 8- The addition of the percentages of the individual coating components 
surpasses 100 % wt. when the amount of the water borne organic binder is chosen at 
100% wt. 

Claim 9 is formulated as a product claim, in the current form it does not contain any 
additional subject matter over claim 1 and is therefore redundant. 

Claims 3 and 17: The attention of the applicant is drawn to the fact that the term 
"optionally" in claims 3 and 17, has no limiting affect on the scope of the claim, that is to 
say, the feature following said term is to be regarded as entirely optional (Guidelines C- 
III, 4.6). 



